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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: application filed on 2/7/2001. 

2. Claims 1-42 are pending in the case. Claims 1,15, and 29 are independent claims. 

Drawings 

3. Figures 1-5 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only that 
which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawing sheets are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) 
should be labeled "Replacement Sheef in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to 
obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-3, 15-17, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Krause et al., US 5,757,372 patented 5/26/1998. 

Regarding independent claims 1, 15, and 29, Krause discloses identifying a plurality of 
events, storing a plurality of states associated with the document upon the occurrence of the 
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plurality of events, and obtaining the desired state using the plurality of states in col. 1 lines 42- 
59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 16, and 30, Krause discloses transitioning from a 
previous stat to a current state in the plurality of states in col. 1 lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. 

Regarding dependent claims 3, 17, and 31 ^Krause discloses transitioning from a 
current state to a previous state in the plurality of states in col. 1 lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-14, 18-28, and 32-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Krause et aL, US 5,757,372 patented 5/26/1998. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 18, and 32, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
BCrause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document is 
closed. It would have been obvious and desirable to have done this so that the user could have 
returned to the state of the document immediately prior to closing the document at a later time 
when they wish to reopen the document. 

Regarding dependent claims 5, 19, and 33, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document is 
copied. It would have been obvious and desirable to have done this so that the user could have 
returned to the state of the document immediately prior to copying the document in the event file 
is damaged during the copying process. 
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Regarding dependent claims 6, 20, and 34, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 3 1-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document is 
synchronized with a device. It would have been obvious and desirable to have done this so that 
the user could have returned to the state of the document immediately prior to synchronizing the 
document with a device in the event file is damaged during the synchronizing process. 

Regarding dependent claims 7, 21, and 35, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when a different user 
edits the document. It would have been obvious and desirable to have done this so that the first 
user could have returned to the state of the document immediately prior to the editing of the 
document by the second user in case the second user makes changes to the document that are 
undesirable to the first user. 

Regarding dependent claims 8, 22, and 36, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
Unes 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document was 
transmitted using a file transfer mechanism. It would have been obvious and desirable to have 
done this so that the user could have returned to a version prior to the transfer of the document in 
case the file was undesirably modified during or after the file transfer process. 
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Regarding dependent claim 9, 23, and 37, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document was 
transmitted in an email message. It would have been obvious and desirable to have done this so 
that the user could have returned to a version prior to the transfer of the document in the email 
message in case the file was undesirably modified during or after the email process. 

Regarding dependent claim 10, 24, and 38, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document was 
transmitted via a chat program. It would have been obvious and desirable to have done this so 
that the user could have returned to a version prior to the transfer of the document via the chat 
program in case the file was undesirably modified during or after the email process. 

Regarding dependent claim 11, 25, and 39, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause during a user defined 
event. The customization of the event would have allowed the user to have automatically saved 
a version of the document so that the user would have been able to have returned to the version 
prior to the event in case the file was undesirably modified during or after the user defined event. 
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Regarding dependent claim 12, 26, and 40, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
Unes 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that muUiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a quahfying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document was 
not modified during a given time period. This would have allowed the user to have returned to a 
prior version in case the document was undesirably modified after the given time period. 

Regarding dependent claim 13, 27, and 41, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or from the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
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obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document was 
modified. This would have allowed the user to have returned to a prior version before the 
modification to the document was made in case the modification turns out to be undesirable for 
the user. 

Regarding dependent claim 14, 28, and 42, Krause teaches wherein a user may save 
multiple versions, or states, of a document being worked on and easily and selectively transition 
from the current state to a previous state or fi"om the previous state to a current state in col. 1 
lines 42-59 and col. 2 lines 6-10. Krause teaches in col. 1 lines 31-36 that in the prior art it is 
well known that multiple versions of a document may be saved automatically when a qualifying 
event occurs such as the passing of a preset time interval or the initiation of a prescribed user 
action. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Krause to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the prior art knowledge presented in Krause to have modified 
Krause to have automatically saved a version of the document of Krause when the document was 
printed. This would have allowed the user to have returned to a prior version in case the 
document was undesirably modified during the printing of the document. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Ball et al., US 6,596,030 B2 continuation filed 10/27/1995 discloses identifying 
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changes in on-line data repositories. The documents in the remote repository change in content 
from version-to-version. Aoyama et al., US 6,301,592 Bl filed 1 1/4/1998 discloses displaying 
version information for a document. Imachi et al., US 6,272,678 Bl filed 1 1/4/1998 discloses a 
document auto-changing mode wherein the version number is updated each time a new version is 
prepared. Hug et al., US 5,806,078 patented 9/8/1998 discloses a version management system 
for storing and retrieving changes to documents. Ball et al., US 6,366,933 Bl filed 10/27/1995 
discloses identifying changes in on-line data repositories. The documents in the remote 
repository change in content from version-to-version. Ishida, US 5,535,332 patented 7/9/1996 
discloses shared-data alteration status management. Everingham, US 6,327,61 1 Bl filed 
1 1/4/1998 discloses electronic document routing employing automatic versioning. Selesky et al, 
US 5,890,181 patented 3/30/1999 discloses remotely grouping contents of an action history 
stack. Korenshtein, US 6,523,134 B2 9/18/1998 discloses a selective undo function allowing a 
user to select any single specific action that was previously recorded by the computer and undo 
only that selected action. 

9. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J Smith whose telephone number is 703-305-593 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays 7:00am-3 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 703-305-9792. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this applicafion or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appHcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

PJS 

August 2, 2004 




